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DETAILED ACTIQlSl 
|7 Claim Rejections - 35 (/SC § 101 i . 

35 U.S.C. 101 reads as follows: " ... " -~ 



CO 

Whoeverjnvents orjdiscovers any new and useful process, machine^|ianufacture t or ~ 
composition ofjijiatter, or any new and useful improvement thereof, ririjay obtain a patent 
therefor, subject to the conditions and requirements of this title. «, j? 

^p 7 ' ' > 

Claims 1 -7 are reiebted under. 35 U.S.C. 101 because the claimed invention is r— 

• Hi J! : .;; • i.% Ji.:.:.:ate > 



directed to non-staiiitory subject matter. As discussed beloWjfes not clear | 



whether applicant is attempting to claim an*apparatbs r or a L ifiepdv' However; the ^ 



closest guess is that "one or more computer programs" are being claimed. . 

•n * | 1 ■ - - - ^ 

Computer programs'in and of .themselves are notpatentablersS&ject matter, 
because they are not fixed in a tangible medium,;;ajiid thus a r^npf property ! - 
considered to be machines, manufactures or compositions of matter. Rather, the 
invention amounts to the mere manipulation of abstract ideas^ 



1 1: f 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § f12 



The followirigf-i J a quotation of the second-^ U.S.C. 112: . 

The specificatibn shall conclude withione or morg clafpfe ' pa rtic u la r Iv^gli^Ung ; o ut and distinctly/ 
claimina the subject matter which the annlicant rieaac^'as hik invehti^SlS \ 



claiming the subject ijnatter which the applicant reganjjs^ 



Claims 1-7 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 12, second paragraph, as being 
indefinite for failingjto particularly point out and distinctly claimithe subject matter 

tlM.-j l 1 ' ■ ' ' 



' 1 1 

which applicant regards as the invention. The claims contaih^ntTmerousj 



examples of language, which renders the claims indefinite. Claim 1 recites a . 
"method and mearis,fqr; recording, storing and displaying discj^fe trial .data". This 
makes it unclear w^etjier the invention is directed'to a methq^^an apparatus, 
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Also, the term "othermetrics" in claim 1 is overly broad, and dges not sufficiently 
define the scope ofthe ^claimed subject matter. Claims 2-4, 6r^cid 7 recite "[t]he 



computer programs of claim 1." However, claim i- does not recite as the 



invention computer programs;; it recites a method. and means^Srdescribed 
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above. Claim 2 recites ithe phrase "by dint of the processes irfclaim 8 or claim 

i;.,. ':! . ;• • .. 

9", which is indefinite because "by dint of " is an overly broad-phrase and also 



CO 



because there is no claim 8 or claim 9. Claim 3 recites that a^method may be 

;gj,|.j : • ;; . : } / • ... $fjk. . . 

used to ensure thej|jni;queness...". Firstly, the use of the wdnc^iay". renders the ^ 

■ v- it : . |; ;, .^f l|. ■ n5 

language indefinite, as it is not dear whether|theit?iethod is b^Spositivel^ , ;;,.;'f--r.£ 
recited as part of the invention. Secondly, no particular method steps are recited . 



which would achieve the claimed results. Method's 1 must be ciaiffied using ; \ 



-fcjjH 
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specific, concrete sTeps, to enable one of ordinar^^kilhn tHe^^pD undefs|anbj ? 



and perform the method. Claims 6 and 7 recite the limitation "the user interface 



to display performance^ata arid other metrics" iri' line 1 . thferPi's insufficient 



antecedent basis forthis limitation in the claim. Also, claim 6 , refers to times 1 and 
dates of different devices described in claim 2. This is improper; as claim 6 : 
depends from claim; 1 ,jnot claim 2. Also, neither Claim 1 hbrarami 2 describes 

I 111 ; ' 1 ' .i » ! - • 

operating system fifties arid d£tes. Also, 'it isinofcj^ar ^ \j^KM;is|^ant byMiffererif 



devices"; because, '/device's" is a broad term and because:n6i[t|%^lairri 1 : non 
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claim 2 recites any devi ces. - 



Claim' Rejections - 35 USO §103 ' • fer* r ^iw " ? 
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The following is! $ qbdtgtion of 35 U.S.fc. TI^(a1^1^ 
all obviousness rejections set -forth in this Office action: 
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(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention^ not identicalT^^closed or described 
as set forth in section 1 02 of this title, if the differences between the stfEjject matter sought to t 
be patented arid'the prior art are such that the subject 'matter as a wnpletwould hayeibeen 
obvious at the time the invention was made to a person' having ordinajyrslcill in the/artlfr which* ) 
said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall hot be ifegatived by the manner in which the 
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invention was made. 
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Claims 1-7 arefejected under 35 U.S.G. 103(a) as belri^npatentable 
over Cook. Cook encloses, a device and method of providing^fetruction f to . 



students on a computer comprising various databases of ihfbfjpnation, including 



T i 

accounts for each sjud^ntand an interface for tracking a stu^^'s progress 



o 
o 



where content canbe added or modified. While certain! cralrp^^teps- are. not 
explicitly disclosed,! including the display bf "discr^ ~ 
and various other specific bits 1 of information recited in the claims, it is well known 



in database aipplicatYohs to allow for the inclusiori'and :modifi'c^^h : 6f many s •[ ;7 v 
different types of information as desired. . The claintlimitatioh^ ;; 



Mr..: 



obvious variations , on iHe disclosure of Cook and well known principles of 



database mahagemeritf ^ ' ! ! ' 
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Conclusion 
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The prior art!rnade of record and not relied, Llpohjis ;ctfggiered pertinent to 



applicant's disclosure. Stu|Dpy; l, Safran, O'Connor;: Owens, 1 'i^a^^hf 



Abrahamson, Siefeft a'rid Parry disclose VaritfUs'cB'f^ 



devices involving the; use bf databases to store and display'infprmation. 



f 1 



JIM! <: >~- i 



Application/ControlfNumber: 40/759,980 : >-4$& . - •• . :- < Page 5 

Art Unit: 3712: i ' ! ..'^ 

. ifirx . ,. 

Any inquiry-jponceming this communicatipn^or earlierjymmunications 
from the examinerj^nojuid be directed to Kurt Ferhstrorri who|Slephone 
number is (703) 30j5-0j^03l The examiner ca)j , rT^j^l^p^j^^dlot) Mgjjjft^Pr' !" 
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If attempts toire'ach the! examiner by telephone are unsi|cGessful, the 
examiner's supervisor, 1 Denis Banks can be reaped on (7Q3)^8-1745^^e^xi «• 
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phone number for the organization where this application or proceeding is 

|j— ■ '•■< 

assigned is 703-872^9-306: ! ' = • - 
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InformationjFegarding the status of an application mayj|^ ' VS" 



the Patent Application; Information Retrieval (PAIR)system. Status information 



for published applications may be obtained from either PriyaTtj 



PAIR. 
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j application^ is a^fl^p through 



Private PAIR only.jjFbr mire mformatioh- ab^'^t3^ ; 3s8| 

direct.uspto.gpv. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 

. ilk? i -i. . -flfl!-. , .mi.*. •,d£m^*~ 

system, 
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